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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to the submission filed on 9/25/2007. Claims 1,3-31 are 
amended for examination. Claim 2 is cancelled. Claim 32 is newly added. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 ,3-32 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to applicant's argument in regard to the objection of claim 21 , the 
argument is persuasive, therefore the objection is withdrawn. 

In response to applicanfs argument in regard to the rejection of claims 2-4,10,18- 
20 under 112 2"^, the argument is persuasive, therefore the rejection is withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using It, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragrapli, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(sj, at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 32 cited, "wherein one or more message are transmitted separately from 
the client files including the particular one or the interactive components" which is not 
support by the original specification. 

Specification 

T tw ^m a nHrnQnt filpH Q/9fi/- ? nQ7 k o b jected to u n ripr ?.Fi I JSP. 1 h^rai icq jt 
iQi fOfl ii ros n e w matter into tho dicclocuro. 36 U.S.C. 132(q) 3tates l li di iiu amendr nent 
sla a ll i ntrodu.ce new matt e r i nto the disc l o s ure of tho invont i on. The added matcr i ct ^ 
which is iiursupported by the original disclosure is as follows: "one or more message 
ai:& 4ranomittGd SG p orotc l y from tho c li ont f il oc includ i ng tho particu l ar ono or tho i. 
i 4:rtoroet i vG - c ompon6ntS". ^ 

A | 'i | ilifi ml i- . ir rf nrrpri To rnnrpi trTPrrrw m n ttf i r in th f? rrp l y to th i n Off i nn Art i nn 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 ,23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Newman et al (us 2002/0133562) (hereinafter Newman) 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

As regarding claim 1 and 23, Newman discloses a content creator that includes 
tools, responsive to inputs from a producer, for generating: client files to be provided to 
remote clients prior to the broadcast event, the client files including interactive 
components that are responsive to messages sent from a server during the interactive 
event to cause the remote clients to display the interactive components that are 
indicated by the messages (see Newman pg.3, par 0036-0040; pg.4, par 0043, 0049; 
pg.5, par 0051), and graphical user interface for hosting by the server, the graphical 
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user interface being generated prior to the broadcast event, and displaying on a monitor 
coupled to the server a representation of interactive components that are to be 
displayed during the interactive event, wherein the representation of particular one of 
the interactive components on the monitor is actuated via the graphical user interface 
for transmitting by the server one or more of the messages that triggers display of the 
particular one of the interactive components on the remote clients during the interactive 
event (see Newman pg,3, par 0036-0040; pg.4, par 0043, 0049; pg.5, par 0051). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,3-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Valdez, Jr (us pat 6,426,778) (hereinafter Val) in view of Park et al (us pat 6,460, 1 80) 

(hereinafter Park), and further in view of Pearson et al (us 2002/01621 17) (hereinafter 

Pearson). 

As regarding claim 1, Val discloses client files including interactive components 
(see Val col. 3, lines 48-55, the interactive elements transmit to the user); a graphical 
user interface for hosting by the server (see Val col. 17, lines 20-52, the editing system 
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having various graphical user interface); the graphical user interface being generated 
prior to the broadcast event and display on a monitor coupled to the server a 
representation of the interactive components that are to be displayed during the 
interactive event (seeVal col. 17, lines 20-52, the graphical user interface having icons 
that represent the interactive content such as text or video, or audio); wherein the 
representation of a particular one of the interactive components on the monitor is 
actuated via the graphical user interface (see col. 17, lines 57-64, user of the editing 
system interact with the icons on the screen) transmitting by the server one of 
messages (see Val coL19, lines 31-42, col. 20, lines 49-53, transmit the content to the 
viewer). 

Val does not disclose client files to be provided to remote clients prior to the 
broadcast event; the message send form a server to client trigger the display of the 
particular one of the interactive components on the remote clients. 

Park discloses the message send form a server to client trigger the display of the 
particular one of the interactive components on the remote clients (see Park col. 3, lines 
45-50, trigger send fro a server to a client cause the content to be displayed on a screen 
of the client unit). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Park to the system of Val to include 
message send form a server to client trigger the display of the particular one of the 
interactive components on the remote clients for the purpose of allowing the user to 
view the content without the' user interaction (see Park, col.4, lines 37-44). 
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The combination of Val and Pak does not disclose client files to be provided to 
remote clients prior to the broadcast event. 

Pearson teaches client files to be provided to remote clients prior to the 
broadcast event (see Pearson pg.5, par 0058, the content is pre-stored in local 
memory). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Pearson to the combination of Val-Park 
to pre-store the content in the client for the purpose of making the data readily available 
for access and thereby reducing the delay in the network. 

As regarding claim 3, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the graphical user interface is 
responsive to the producer for receiving content during interactive event and for causing 
that content to be displayed at the remote clients (see Park col. 3, lines 45-50, trigger 
send fro a server to a client cause the content to be displayed on a screen of the client 
unit). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 3. 

As regarding claim 4, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content creator is used to 
create polls such that during creation of a poll, a representation indicating that the poll is 
to be displayed is created for display by the remote clients (see Pearson pg.6, par 0063- 
0065). The same motivation was utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 4. 
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As regarding claim 5, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content creator is used to 
create trivia questions such that during creation of a trivia question, a representation 
indicating that the trivia question is to be displayed is created for display on the 
graphical user interface (see Pearson pg.6, par 0063-0065). The same motivation was 
utilized in claim 1 applied equally well to claim 5. 

As regarding claim 6, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content creator has fields 
for designating a time during the event for when specified content will be displayed (see 
Val coL19, lines 31-54, timeline). 

As regarding claim 7, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the event is a broadcast 
program, and the timing is based on the beginning of a segment of the broadcast 
program (see Val col. 6, lines 21-40, broadcast, col. 19, lines 31-43, start and end of the 
content). 

As regarding claim 8, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the technical director with 
software interface that allows the producer to override the designated time or displaying 
content (see Val col.20, lines 26-53). 

As regarding claim 9, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the user interface stores 
content created in real time during the event and causes the server to transmit that 
content to the remote clients (see Val col. 19, lines 56-67). 
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As regarding claim 10, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the server sends messages . 
to the remote clients using an Internet protocol (see Val col. 2, lines 24-47, Internet, 
tcp/ip) 

As regarding claim 11, Val-Park-Pearson discloses representation of the 
interactive components is via icons representing individual items of interactive content 
to be displayed during at least a segment of the event (see Val col. 17, lines 20-56, icons 
as representation of the content). 

As regarding claim 12, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content creator includes a 
first program for allowing a producer to identify types of items of interactive functionality 
(see Val col. 17, lines 20-56, icons as representation of the content). 

As regarding claim 13, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the first program also allows 
the producer to create a look and feel for multiple events (see Val col. 20, lines 26-53). 

As regarding claim 14, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content creator further 
includes a second program that receives from the first program the types of items of 
interactive functionality, the second program being used to enter quantities and the 
content for each item (see Val col. 20, lines 26-53). 
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As regarding claim 15, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content entered for each 
piece of content is used to generate files for transfer to the remote clients (see Val 
col. 19, lines 31-54). 

As regarding claim 16, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content creator creates 
the user interface using the quantity of items and content of the items of interactive 
functionality (see Val col. 19, lines 31-54). 

As regarding claim 17, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the client files allow some 
interactive components to be provided to the remote clients before the event, and the 
content creator allows other interactive components to be provided during the event 
(see Pearson pg.5, par 0058). 

As regarding claim 18, Val-Park-Pearson discloses some content is provided to 
the clients during the event but prior to display during event (see Pearson pg.5, par 
0058). 

As regarding claim 19, Val-Park-Pearson discloses some content is provided to 
the clients during the event for immediate display during the event (see Pearson pg.5, 
par 0058). 

As regarding claim 20, is a combination of claim 17-19 above, rejected for the 
same rationale as claim 17-19 above. 
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As regarding claim 21 , Val-Park-Pearson discloses the client file is transferred to 
the remote clients in advance of an episode of an event and includes multi-episode 
content for display for multiple events and individual episode content specific to a single 
episode event, wherein the content creator can create both the multi-episode content 
and the individual episode content (see Val col. 19, lines 31-54). 

As regarding claim 22, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the content creator is 
responsive to a producer for enabling a chat functionality during some or all of an event 
(see Val col. 19, lines 31-54, chat data). 

As regarding claims 23-29, the limitations are similar to limitations of claims 1-22, 
therefore rejected for the same rationale as claims 1-22. 

As regarding claim 30, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the remote clients receive the 
broadcast event (see Val col. 19, lines 31-54). 

As regarding claim 31, Val-Park-Pearson discloses the messages are transmitted 
over a data communications network (see Val col. 2, lines 24-47), and the broadcast 
event is broadcast over a television broadcast medium (see Val col. 2, lines 48-52). 
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Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Valdez, 
Park and Pearson as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of what was well 
known in the art. 

Val-Park-Pearson discloses the invention as claimed in claim 1 , however the 
combination of Val-Park-Pearson does not disclose the messages are send separate 
from the client files. 

Official Notice is taken (see MPEP 2144.03) the concept of sending the content 
separately is well known at the time the invention was made. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to send the content 
separately, because it would reduce the size of the packet, thus prevent the packet from 
getting loss. 



Examiner's Note: 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references applied to the 
claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are 
representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to specific limitations within 
the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully 
requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references in 
entirety as potentially teaching ail or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context 
of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 
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In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully requested to 
indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure relied on for 
proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds of the 
claimed invention. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Duyen M. Doan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4226. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000, 



Examiner 
Duyen Doan 
10/25/2007 



ANDREW CALDWELL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



